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The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

• If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )E3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 31 October 2005 . 
2a)M This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) H Claim(s) 1-22 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) I3 Claim(s) 1^22 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 23 July 2003 is/are: a)M accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's amendment filed on October 31 , 2005 has been entered. Claims 1 , 
14, and 18 have been amended. No claims have been cancelled. No claims have been 
added. Claims 1-22 are still pending in this application, with claims 1, 14, and 18 being 
independent. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

3. Claims 1 -5, 8, 9, 11, 14, 18, 20, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by US 5,729,592 (Freeh et al.) 

4. As to claim 1 , Freeh et al. teaches receiving a call from a calling station's switch 
101 at a called station's switch 102 (Fig. 1, Col. 3, lines 3 - 7); determining if the called 
station is busy on a call (Col. 4, line 64 - Col. 5, line 3); transmitting the calling directory 
number, called and calling station telephone numbers, any of which read on the claimed 
information, to service circuit node / intelligent peripheral (SCN / IP) 131 , read as the 
claimed hub switch if the called station is busy (Col. 3, lines 43 - 47, Col. 5, lines 13 - 
15); using SCN / IP 131 to generate a query that requests for example, a calling party's 
name and routing instructions, read as the claimed information associated with the 
calling communications and obtaining such information (Col. 3, lines 43-64, Col. 5, 
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lines 16 - 22); and transmitting such information to the called station (Col. 5, line 30 - 
Col. 6, line 6). 

5. As to claim 2, Freeh et al. teaches initiating or routing an outgoing call to SCN / 
IP 131. (Col. 5, lines 13-48) 

6. As to claims 3 and 8, Freeh et al. teaches that such information is queried and 
received from a service control point (SCP) 121 , read as the claimed database. (Col. 3, 
line 3 - 1 4 and lines 43 - 66, Col. 5, line 6 - Col. 6, line 6) 

7. As to claims 4 and 5, see the rejection of claim 1 note that if a calling party's 
name is requested, obtained, and transmitted, then SCP 121 / database must be at 
least in part, a caller identification with name database. Moreover, because a calling 
party's name is determined, such is caller identification or identifying a caller. 

8. As to claim 9, Freeh et al. teaches automatically transmitting the name of the 
calling party, read as the claimed audible representation of information. (Col. 3, lines 57 
-65, Col. 5, lines 54-59) 

9. As to claim 1 1 , Freeh et al. teaches transmitting a call waiting signal, read as the 
claimed audible call waiting indicator. (Col. 5, lines 54 - 56) Note that this occurs 
before an information associated with the calling station is transmitted. (Col. 5, lines 56 
-59) 

10. As to claim 14, see the rejection of claims 1 and 8. See also Fig. 1 and Col. 3, 
lines 9- 14. 

11. As to claim 1 8, see the rejection of claims 1 , 2, and 8. 

12. As to claim 20, see the rejection of claim 9. 
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13. As to claim 22, see the rejection of claim 1 1 . 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

14. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

15. Claims 10, 15 - 17, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US 5,729,592 (Freeh et al.) 

16. As to claims 10 and 21, Freeh etal. has been discussed above. What Freeh et 
al. does not teach is providing textual representation of the information. However, 
callerlD functionality is notoriously old and well known and provides the ability for a 
called party to textually see who is calling him/her. Because the above-discussed 
audible representation taught by Freeh et al. is effected by translating a textual version 
of a caller's name, for example, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to simply have not taken the extra step of 
translating the textual version and simply transmitting it as is. Motivation for either is 
also notoriously old and well known. Sometimes, visual representation is more 
desirable since visual data is at times easier to decipher and able to present more 
information without becoming burdensome as would be listening to a plethora of data. 
On the other hand, if visual means are not available such as with older POTS telephone 
units, audible information is the only viable option for presenting information. Either 
would be an old and well known design choice or preference. 
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17. As to claims 15 and 16, see the rejection of claim 1 . What Freeh et al. does not 
teach is having a separate hub switch and SCN or IP. 

1 8. However, such would have been an obvious alternative to effect to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made inasmuch as all the 
functionality of both the claimed hub switch and SCN or IP are found in SCN / IP 131 of 
Freeh et al. Merely separating out certain functionality or locating certain functionality in 
desired system elements is notoriously old and well known in the advanced intelligent 
network (AIN) arts. Moreover, Freeh et al. does contemplate situations wherein other 
switches separate that originating (calling station) and terminating (called station) 
switches and therefore, the SCN /IP 1 31 could just as easily by located with / connected 
to one of these intermediate switches which would read on the claimed hub switch. 
(Col. 3, lines 22-25) 

1 9. As to claim 1 7, having a database co-located with an SCP or having the 
database portion of the SCP located outside of the SCP is again, notoriously old and 
well known in the AIN arts. Just as discussed with regard to claims 15 and 16, 
separating out functionality is old and well known. Also, many times, an SCP may need 
access to more information than its own database contains and is thus connected to 
another database(s). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to have separated from or had another 
database connected to SCP 1 21 . 
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20. Claims 6, 7, 10, 12, 13, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US 5,729,592 (Freeh et al.) in view of US 5,636,269 (Eisdorfer). 

21 . As to claims 6 and 7, Freeh et al. has been discussed above. What Freeh et 
al. does not teach is obtaining telephone number information in addition to name 
information. 

22. However, Eisdorfer teaches playing either a name or number (identifying the 
calling station) and so it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have allowed the system of Freeh et al. to store, obtain, 
and transmit telephone number information. (Col. 3, line 15 - Col. 4, line 28 of 
Eisdorfer) This is because 1 ) both systems teach playing audible announcements for 
call waiting features and 2) since the information gleaned in both Freeh et al. and 
Eisdorfer include both name and number of the calling station, it would simply be a 
preference or design choice as to whether or not the telephone number would be 
included in the audible announcement. 

23. As to claims 12 and 13, Freeh et al. has been discussed above as teaching a 
call waiting audible indicator. What Freeh et al. does not specifically teach is what form 
that indicator takes and transmitting a tone after information is given to the called 
station. 

24. However, call waiting indicators are merely generated tones and can be 
nearly anything that is desired, and certainly a single tone. The same is true of playing 
a tone not only before, but after information is transmitted in that such limitations are 
merely "cosmetic" in nature whose advantages are simply that the system is perhaps 
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more user friendly or more personalized to a designer or system provider's needs / 
wants. That being the case, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to have used a single tone as well as played a 
single tone after the information transmission to the called station. 

25. As to claims 1 0 and 21 , for further support of obviousness, Eisdorfer teaches 
playing either a single tone, repeated tones, tones of varying frequency or some 
combination thereof for a call waiting indicator. (Col. 3, lines 15-21 of Eisdorfer) 

Response to Arguments 

26. Applicant's arguments filed 1 0/31/05 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Applicants merely argue that a hub switch is not a service node. 
However, whether or not a hub switch is a service node within the present invention, the 
service node (SCN/IP 131) disclosed in the Freeh et al reference, performs the same 
function as the claimed hub switch, therefore, the service node (SCN/IP 131) reads on 
the claimed hub switch (Col. 3 lines 43-47 and Col. 5 lines 13-15). 

Conclusion 

27. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

28. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed 
within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is 
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not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then 
the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and 
any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date 
of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire 
later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

29. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thjuan P. Knowlin whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7486. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8:30-5:00pm. 

30. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Ahmad Matar can be reached on (571 ) 272-7488. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

31 . Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Thjuan P. Knowlin 



" AHMAD F. MATAR 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2700 




